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More recent legislation addresses
the water pollution resulting from soil
erosion and associated phosphate and
pesticide runoff. Section 208 of the
Federal

Water

Pollution

Control

Act

of

1972 called for the development of
plans by State-designated planning agen
cies for the control of non-point water
pollution sources.
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1960's,the control and management of
agricultural surpluses, was defused by
a rapidly growing export demand for
American agricultural products during
the 1970's. To meet the growing demand,
additional land was brought under pro
duction and cultivation practices were
intensified. A probable continued st
rength in the export demand for U.S.
food and feed--generated by increased
population and per capita income in
many parts of the world--plus the grow
ing demands on agricultural resources
for energy production are expected to
further
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Historically,
cheap energy has
helped "fuel" the U.S.'s agricultural
development and food production.
How
ever, fossil fuels are no longer cheap,
and energy as an agricultural input is
expected to become increasingly expen
sive throughout the 1980's.
This means
that agriculture will undergo adjustments--in response to both the changing
structure in its input costs and the
increased demands for biomass fuels.
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tance through some combination of subsi
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mass fuels program remains largely in
tact, there is potential for fuel pro
duction to compete noticeably with food
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